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Habeas corpus; claim that petitioner’s due process rights were violated on ground
that he was incompetent at time of his criminal trial; certification from Appellate
Court; whether Appellate Court correctly concluded that procedural default doc-
trine applies to competency claims; whether Appellate Court correctly concluded
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Application for issuance of state pistol permit; administrative appeal; appeal from
trial court’s judgment reversing decision of named defendant, Board of Firearms
Permit Examiners, ordering issuance of pistol permit to defendant; denial by
plaintiff police department of pistol permit application on basis of applicant’s
prior conviction of criminal possession of controlled substance in New York;
whether trial court incorrectly concluded that statute (§ 29-28 (b) (2) (B)) auto-
matically disqualifies pistol permit applicant with out-of-state conviction that
is equivalent to conviction under statute (§ 21a-279) proscribing possession
of controlled substance from receiving permit; whether trial court improperly
substituted its judgment for that of board following board’s determination that
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